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.."4f17. Soviet Stand on Arms
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= . * Soviet Union. with regard. to.arms
Would you support NATO deploymer
of the Pershing missile to counter th
5§S-20 and if I could add another ques
tion there, do you have any reaction U
President Brezhnev’s condirional oiie:
onarms reduction in Central Europe?
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Fél!ov»:ir.g 13 d-tﬁ:‘n;zscr;ipt of President Ca.ner's'.news conferencé y"esrerday in .
Washington, a3 recorded by The New York Times by The New _Yor,‘{ Iirztes t_hrough\.i

. the focilitiasof ABC News:

#-3Ay - Procablyr SALT Twill be ratitfed’
- this year; basically, on its own merit:

* clesrexplesives all overthe world. ™
‘. In my opinion, we have answered the .

PRESIDENT - CARTER:.
Thomas. » - RS :

1. Soviet Brigade and Treaty”
" QDo yew think you bave defused the.’
problem, or issue, of the-Soviet brigade -

- ia Cuba and satisfied those who-seek a1
. bigger defense budget.enough now to2

win SALT’s ratfication
-if 50, how?. v i s winF

this year?:

And

~It’s obvious to me that the SALT treaty

- isin the besTinterests of our country:=#L”

7It enhances the security of the United :;

‘States; it contributes to world peace; it - i
will strengthen-our own alliances; itl
will preserve our place as a leader ol .

)l

‘the Western world; it will let it bemore.
- easy for us-to control the spread of nu

.question of .the: Soviet ‘combat unit in:
Cuba adequately, ] think we've isolated .
any toreat. frome that unit. We'll ip-s

crease our surveillance there and I be-_. .
_lieve that this, obviously, has been an' ..
Zimportant issue for'us to address. I be- i

lieve it’s been addressed adequately. .- .|
As far as the dafense budget it con.i:-

_cernec, that still must be resolved. I'm- |
“committed to a 3 percentreal growthin :
our defense. I.have maintained that:

.position for the Jast three ysars - it's,;
_important to us, to our allies, to Amert
-can strength. It 1 see a need for in
“creased delense-programs, I would no
_hesitate toyeconunend this to the Con

3. Kissinger Statements .2
Q. Mr. President, what is your reac

tion to Dr. Kissinger’s statement thats

the Soviet trocps in Cuba are the first]

organized hostile force in this hemi.-
spoere since the Monroe Doctrine that~
we've accepted and also, Mrw.Presi..
dent, do you fzel that the Soviet troops’
in Cuba symabolize the growing expan-.
sionism of Russia, the Soviet Union? -

« A. ‘The troops -in Cuba-have: been.

. there for a lang time. I think-that the-]

ah, I've not read Secretary Kissinger’s

~turism around the world. =-- =L e 3
- - As you know this began primarily
"'with the entrance of several tens, more’|

"1 think we have addressed as best we

could. Secondly; that this is not the!
most important matter” of all, that:
.above and beyond that it’s important to
recognize and to do what we can 10 con—-4|
tain Cubar interventionism or agven--:

Ser

‘than ten, more than the-ten thousand ¢
‘bodies of troops from Cuba into Angola
‘in 1973 before I was President.We do?
“Jook upen this as a major threat.}. 173
.-.1 have not seerf any reports.that Sec=
.retary Kissinger recommended differ- .
ent moves from the ores that I outlined
to the nation on the evening of October’|
the first. So we do share a comumon con-
cern. I think that' our response was:
measured and appropriate. I do not.
favor the Sovizts expan, uh extending:
their arm of influence to the Cubans or-
.anyuone else around the world. This has
been part of the history of the Soviet

i

Uni(m. REES '-' IR e s e T T
..- We atterapt to meet them and com-
pete with them adequately, inmy opin-
jon, on a peaceful basis. And in my.
judgment, if we can control the milis-
tary expenditures and have equality,:
_have arms control, in my judgrent we -
“ean compete: with - the ‘Soviets-on.a -
peaceful basis with an excellent pros---
pect for victory. . T Tl
. _The Soviets représent a totalitarian:
‘pation.. They, . we ‘are- committed.. to
peace dnd freedom- and-democracy. .
The Soviets subjugate the rights of an~
individaal human being to the rights of
the state; we do just the opposite. The’
Soviets are an-atheistic. nation; we:
have deep and-fundamental religious~
“beliefs. The -Soviets have:a: primary-;
‘emphasis on’ the:military” aspect. of.
_their economy; our’s is much more-~
.broad-based to give the benefits of eco-.
‘pomic growth to. individual .human.;
beings. = - ;1m RS s A TR
.. So 1 believe that in additior: to that,."
our raising the .standard: of human-’
rights and the honoring of national as—;
pirations — not trying 10 interfere in-
‘the internal atfairs o other countries —
gives us an additional advantage in the-
" peaceful competition with the Soviets, :
: SoIdon’t have any fear of, or any trepi- g
dation about, that intense competitiont '
! with the Soviets on a peaceful basis.:1
-obviously want the-same thing: that -
‘ President Brezhmev: wants. — that is;
ithe avoidance of a nuclear war. So we-:

Pl

A. Our allies and we are carefully as
sessing the significance of Presiden
Brezhnev’s statement. However I
like to point cut that what he’s offering
in effect, is to continue their own rate o
modernization as it has beea, pouvider

. wedon'lmedernizeatall.. o i
-+ They have had an actual reduction ir
" launchers the last few years. They've
" been replacing their old 5S-4's and S&
*5's with the 55-20, not on a one-for-on¢
_basis. But the §S-20-has-three war
I heads; the -old missiles. cnly had one
* warhead. The $5-20 has a much greatey
{,Trange._l.’. can reach our Weaiern ailiss’
“countries.asa target evenifit’s locaten
:in the central part of Russia.It’s thre+
Jto six times as accurate as the old mis-
- .siles which it.replaced. Ard in addition
{ to that it’s mobile; that is it can belo-
;';_catedspeciﬁcany and destroyed with a
;pre-empdvestrike if ‘that should be-
comedesirable on the partofallies,”: -
.They also have replaced all oldax air-
“planes. with>the Backiire bombery Sa
¢ it’s'not quite as constructive a proposal
-as at first blush it seems o be. I tiink
*it’s an- effort designed to disarm the
willingness or.eagzrness of our alijes
Tadzquatelyto- defernd themselves. 1o
;my judgment the decision ought to be
‘ made to rnodernize the Western allies
:military- strength and then negouats
witha full commitment and determina«
" tion mutually to lower armarneants on
both sides — the Warsaw Pact and the
-NATO countries.- 5o that we can re-
tain equivalency,of-military-streagth,
- equity of military strengti and have a
* Jower overall lavel of armaments. . -
.~ This is what we hope to achiave. 1
might - point’ out- that ' Chanceller
.Schmidt said,. I believe yssterday or
the day before, that a prerequisite to a
‘decision- by our NATO - allies to. take
these steps, which he considers to be
“vital for. the:security of NATO, is the
- passage of-SALT Il. So, ifiwe can be
;successful < in’ s oontrolling ~existing
“strategic; Soviet,and United States
-atomic weapons through SALT 11, theo
. we’ll move in the next step to reducing
"the nuclear weapons which dou’t have
“intercontinental range. And along with
i that we’ll continue with our mutual and
: balanced’ force- reduction effort-to re-
* duce conventional arms. It's an inter-
“esting proposal. and. one that might
' show promise: We're assessing it care-
fully. But.it’s not' as great a step as
would ordinarily be. the judgment at

speech, I™ve read n i R P rhings in T the firsto ) . -
gpech, I've read nevR GO E AP Rel6 J SRR SR 56.851315R000400350056.-2 \
own, that the presencs of a Soviet come’ in common-—a Willingnas to_oompete;'"j, - E:XCE’RPIS

> bat unit there is a serious matter which

- “we've got-advantages over them that L%
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